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ABSTRACT

Cold, dense streams of gas are predicted to penetrate deeply into massive (≳ 1012 M⊙) halos at

cosmic noon (z ∼ 4–2), fueling galaxies to sustain high star formation rates. We investigate the

prevalence of such cold streams in IllustrisTNG-50 over the range z = 4–0, using a novel algorithm to

automatically detect cold streams in simulated halos. We qualitatively and quantitatively characterize

the geometric and physical properties of the detected streams over cosmic time. We find that cold

streams are ubiquitous in massive halos at cosmic noon, occurring in > 80% of such systems down

to z = 1, before becoming rare by z = 0. At their peak prevalence (z = 2–1), streams are often

found in roughly co-planar, three-stream configurations. These streams generally exhibit a dense and

cool core, surrounded by a diffuse and warmer envelope. However, we find that in IllustrisTNG-50,

these streams typically disrupt in the outer halo and do not penetrate efficiently to the central galaxy,

with the total mass inflow from streams peaking at z = 2. Our results underscore the importance

of cold streams in fueling galaxies at early times, but they highlight the need for higher-resolution

simulations to fully capture their survival and impact at later epochs. Future cosmological zoom-in

simulations, with better resolution in the CGM, will be essential to resolve turbulent mixing layers

and feedback–inflow interactions that determine whether cold streams can reach the galactic disk.

1. INTRODUCTION

Gas accretion onto galaxies is a central driver of galaxy

evolution, supplying the fuel for star formation, setting

the angular momentum and size of disks, and driving

turbulence and instabilities. In the classical picture, gas

is accreted in two modes: a hot mode in which gas falls

into a halo quasi-spherically and is shock-heated near

the virial radius Rvir, and a cold mode in which gas

flows along streams that penetrate into the halo. In

general, the cold mode dominates at high redshifts and

low mass halos, while the hot mode dominates at low

redshifts and high mass halos (Birnboim & Dekel 2003;

Kereš et al. 2005; Dekel & Birnboim 2006).

However, this simple picture breaks down during cos-

mic noon (z ∼ 2–4), the peak of cosmic star forma-

tion and structure growth (Madau & Dickinson 2014).

During this epoch, massive halos with baryonic mass

Corresponding author: Isabel Medlock

isabel.medlock@yale.edu

∼ 1011M⊙ are observed to host rapidly star-forming,

rotationally supported disks with star formation rates

(SFRs) of ∼ 100M⊙/yr (e.g., Genzel et al. 2006, 2008;

Förster Schreiber et al. 2006, 2009; Elmegreen et al.

2007; Stark et al. 2008; Wisnioski et al. 2015), signif-

icantly higher than the estimated current SFR of a few

M⊙/yr of the Milky Way (e.g., Robitaille & Whitney

2010; Chomiuk & Povich 2011; Elia et al. 2022; Zari

et al. 2023). To sustain such high SFRs, the rate of gas

accretion onto the galaxy must closely follow the cos-

mological accretion rate onto the halo, implying that a

majority of this gas must efficiently make its way to the

central galaxy.

Indeed, there is a critical regime at roughly z ≥ 2

for halos with Mh > 1012M⊙, where massive hot ha-

los residing at the nodes of cosmic filaments accrete gas

through streams of cold, dense gas flowing along the fil-

aments, penetrating deep into the hot halo (Kereš et al.

2005; Dekel & Birnboim 2006; Dekel et al. 2009b; Kereš

et al. 2009; van de Voort et al. 2011b, 2012). Due to high

densities (n ≳ 10−2 cm−3) and short cooling times, these

cold streams can penetrate the hot halo without being
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shocked. These streams deliver not only mass but also

angular momentum, shaping the structure of the galac-

tic disk (Pichon et al. 2011; Kimm et al. 2011; Stew-

art et al. 2013, 2017; Danovich et al. 2015). They are

also believed to trigger violent disk instabilities (VDI),

leading to the formation of giant star-forming clumps

and dramatic compaction events (Dekel et al. 2009a;

Dekel & Burkert 2014; Zolotov et al. 2015; Tacchella

et al. 2016b,a; Inoue et al. 2016; Mandelker et al. 2025;

Ginzburg et al. 2025).

Although cold streams are difficult to detect observa-

tionally, studies of the circumgalactic medium (CGM)

around massive high-z galaxies in both absorption (e.g.,

Fumagalli et al. 2011; Goerdt et al. 2012; van de Voort

et al. 2012; Bouché et al. 2013, 2016; Prochaska et al.

2014) and emission (e.g., Steidel et al. 2000; Matsuda

et al. 2006, 2011; Martin et al. 2014a,b; Martin et al.

2019; Fumagalli et al. 2017; Umehata et al. 2019; Daddi

et al. 2021) have detected large amounts of cold gas with

spatial and kinematic properties consistent with the pre-

dictions of cold streams. In cosmological simulations,

cold streams are ubiquitous and supply halos with gas

at rates comparable to the predicted cosmological accre-

tion rate and the observed SFR, suggesting that a signif-

icant fraction of this stream gas must reach the central

galaxy (e.g., Kereš et al. 2005; Ocvirk et al. 2008; Dekel

et al. 2009b; Ceverino et al. 2010; van de Voort et al.

2011b). Despite their prominence in simulations, the

occurrence and properties of cold streams have not been

fully quantified across redshift. Many prior studies fo-

cus on tracking accretion rates, cold-mode fractions, or

analyzing small halo samples (e.g., van de Voort et al.

2011b; Nelson et al. 2016; Suresh et al. 2019; Waterval

et al. 2025). Some work has been done to quantify the

number of streams present in halos over cosmic time in

suites of zoom-in simulations (Cen 2014; Waterval et al.

2025), but not in large-volume cosmological boxes. Ad-

ditionally, there are varying depths of penetration and

stream morphologies predicted by different simulation

codes (e.g., Kereš et al. 2005; Faucher-Giguère et al.

2010; Ceverino et al. 2010; Nelson et al. 2013; Danovich

et al. 2015).

To enable robust comparisons between simulations

and establish a clear benchmark, a standardized quan-

titative approach is needed. In this work, we develop

and apply such a method and investigate the statistical

occurrence and properties of cold streams around mas-

sive galaxies from z = 4–0 in IllustrisTNG. We present a

novel algorithm for automatically detecting cold streams

in simulated halos. We analyze the evolution of stream

frequency and properties such as temperature, density,

and mass flux over cosmic time, with a focus on cosmic

noon.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we

describe the IllustrisTNG-50 simulation that we ana-

lyze. In Section 3, we describe our algorithms for de-

tecting cold streams and analyzing their properties. In

Section 4, we present the results of our analysis and dis-

cuss the implications and limitations of our work in Sec-

tion 5. Finally, in Section 6, we summarize our findings

and provide our outlook for the future.

2. SIMULATIONS

We conduct this study using the IllustrisTNG-50 sim-

ulation, which strikes a balance between providing a

statistical sample of halos and achieving the resolution

needed to identify penetrating cold streams.

IllustrisTNG is a suite of magneto-hydrodynamical

cosmological simulations performed with the AREPO

moving-mesh code (Springel 2010). IllustrisTNG-50, the

highest resolution run in the suite, evolves a periodic box

of side length Lbox = 35 cMpc/h (≈ 51.7 cMpc) with

21603 resolution elements for each of gas and dark mat-

ter, respectively, at initialization. The simulations start

at z = 127 and evolve to z = 0, solving the coupled dy-

namics of dark matter, baryons, stars, and black holes

while incorporating a comprehensive galaxy formation

model described in Weinberger et al. (2017); Pillepich

et al. (2018a).

The IllustrisTNG simulations are run with cosmologi-

cally motivated initial conditions created using the Zel-

dovich approximation and the N-GenIC code (Springel

2015). The cosmology is consistent with the Planck

2015 results: ΩΛ = 0.6911, Ωm = 0.3089, Ωb = 0.0486,

σ8 = 0.8159, ns = 0.9667, and h = 0.6774.

The target baryon mass is mbaryon = 5.7 × 104M⊙/h

and the mass of dark matter particles is mDM = 3.1 ×
105M⊙/h. The gravitational softening of the collision-

less components is ϵDM,⋆,wind = 0.575 ckpc until z = 1,

after which it is fixed at 0.288 kpc. The gravitational

softening of the gas component is adaptive and propor-

tional to the effective cell radius (ϵgas = 2.5rcell) with

a minimum of ϵgas,min = 0.074 ckpc. At z = 0, the

minimum physical gas cell radius is rcell,min = 8 pc, the

median gas cell radius is r̄cell = 5.8 kpc, and the mean

star-forming gas cell radius is r̄cell,SF = 138 pc.

Halo catalogs are produced using a standard friends-

of-friends (FoF) algorithm applied to the dark matter

particles. The subhalo information is computed using

the SUBFIND algorithm (Springel et al. 2001), modified

to include additional baryonic properties.
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TNG-50 is presented and described in detail in Nelson

et al. (2019); Nelson et al. (2018); Pillepich et al. (2018b)

and is publicly available1.

3. METHODS

In this section, we describe how we identify halos with

cold streams and analyze the properties of the streams.

3.1. Halo Selection Through Visual Inspection

We begin by selecting a test sample of candidate halos

fed by cold streams at z = 2 through visual inspection.

We choose all halos with Mh ≳ 1012M⊙, as this is the

regime in which hot halos still exhibit cold mode accre-

tion (Dekel & Birnboim 2006). Using the publicly avail-

able TNG Visualize Halos and Galaxies tool2, we iden-

tify halos that appear to have had no recent mergers

(approximately spherical) and feature infalling, dense

filamentary structures. This results in an initial sample

of 20 halos with masses ranging from Mh = 1011.95M⊙
to 1013.27M⊙. The TNG Visualize tool produces maps

that only project gas particles associated with the halo

as defined by the FoF algorithm and do not show the full

extent of the halos’ environments. We use this sample

to develop and calibrate our analysis pipeline for de-

tecting cold streams, creating projections in Cartesian

and spherical coordinates, and identifying the maximum

penetration depth of the streams, as described in the fol-

lowing sections.

3.2. Cold Stream Finding Algorithm

To develop a consistent and unbiased method for iden-

tifying streams beyond visual inspection, we create an

algorithm to identify cold stream-like structures for a

given halo, which we illustrate in Figure 1. This pipeline

processes particle-level data for a halo and its surround-

ing environment within 3R200c
3 and returns the number

of cold streams.

3.2.1. Cold Stream Like Gas Selection

We first select all gas particles between 0.15 <

r/R200c < 3 from the center of the halo to eliminate con-

tamination from the central galaxy. In addition, we filter

out particles associated with subhalos to prevent con-

tamination. We identify these gas cells as those within

two times the gas half-mass radius of each subhalo, with

a minimum radius of 5 kpc.

1 https://www.tng-project.org/data/
2 https://www.tng-project.org/data/vis/
3 R200c, defined as the radius of a sphere within which the mean
density is 200 times the critical density of the Universe.

Next, we select “cold stream-like” gas particles by ap-

plying the following cuts on velocity, temperature, and

density:

• To ensure that the gas is infalling, we institute

a maximum radial velocity of the gas of −0.2 ×
Vvir. Additionally, we require that 80% of the total

velocity (with respect to the host halo frame) be

in the radial direction (vrad/vtot > 0.8) to ensure

predominantly radial infall.

• We filter the gas particles to have temperatures of

5 × 103 K ≤ T ≤ 2.5 × 105 K. For star-forming

particles, we set the temperature to T = 103 K,

before performing this cut. The lower limit4 of

T ≥ 5×103 K mitigates the inclusion of small cold

cloudlets, while the upper limit follows previous

literature, where T = 2.5× 105 K marks the tran-

sition between cold and hot mode accretion (e.g.,

Kereš et al. 2005, 2009; van de Voort et al. 2011b;

Correa et al. 2018b; Waterval et al. 2025).

• Cold streams are dense, allowing them to survive

penetration into hot halos. We require a density

of at least nH ≥ 10−4 cm−3. A maximum density

of nH ≤ 1 cm−3 is set to filter out small cloudlets.

These cuts are physically motivated and have precedent

in similar studies (e.g., Kereš et al. 2005; Ocvirk et al.

2008; Kereš et al. 2009; Faucher-Giguère et al. 2010; van

de Voort et al. 2011b; Correa et al. 2018b; Waterval et al.

2025). We additionally perform tests to ensure that our

results are robust to variations in these parameters and

find that our results remain stable with reasonable vari-

ations.

3.2.2. Clustering Particles to Find Stream Candidates

We identify cold stream like gas structures using the

Hierarchical Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Appli-

cations with Noise (HDBSCAN) algorithm5, a hierarchi-

cal generalization of the classic density-based clustering

method DBSCAN (McInnes et al. 2017).

DBSCAN (Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Appli-

cations with Noise) identifies clusters as connected re-

gions of high local point density, separated by regions of

low density. For each particle in the dataset, a neighbor-

hood is defined by a fixed spatial scale (“epsilon”) and

the number of neighboring particles within this region

(“min samples”) determines whether it is part of a dense

4 While TNG does not allow radiative cooling below 104K, gas can
still reach lower temperatures due to adiabatic expansion.

5 https://hdbscan.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html

https://www.tng-project.org/data/
https://www.tng-project.org/data/vis/
https://hdbscan.readthedocs.io/en/latest/index.html
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the stream identification algorithm. In the first panel, we start with all gas particles in a
subbox centered around the halo. In the second panel, we select gas within 0.15−3R200c from the halo center and filter for cold
stream-like gas. In the third and fourth panels, we illustrate two examples of the clustering algorithm. In the fifth panel, we
demonstrate the merging algorithm. In the sixth panel, we illustrate the final stream selection based on geometric properties of
the candidates.

core. Clusters are then built by linking together neigh-

boring core points and including nearby border points

that lie within the neighborhood of any core. Particles

that do not meet these criteria are classified as noise. Be-

cause DBSCAN relies solely on local density connectiv-

ity, it can naturally identify clusters of arbitrary shape,

does not require the number of clusters to be specified in

advance, and is robust to small-scale noise and outliers.

However, it relies on a single density threshold (which is

set as a free parameter) to define clusters, which limits

its ability to capture structures that vary in density.

HDBSCAN generalizes this framework by perform-

ing DBSCAN over a continuum of density thresholds,

constructing a hierarchical tree of how clusters appear,

merge, or disappear as the density requirements vary.

From this cluster tree, HDBSCAN identifies clusters

of a minimum size (set by a free parameter) that are

statistically stable across a range of density thresholds.

This hierarchical approach allows the algorithm to cap-
ture structures with varying densities while reducing

its sensitivity to parameter choices. In practice, HDB-

SCAN identifies clusters as locally overdense regions

that remain coherent across density scales. Its hier-

archical nature allows it to adapt to variable stream

densities within and across halos, making it particularly

well suited for identifying filamentary, multi-scale inflow

structures embedded in the diffuse CGM.

For each halo, we feed HDBSCAN all particles pre-

viously identified as cold stream like gas. We set

the number of neighboring particles within this region

(“min samples”) adaptively for each halo, starting with

an initial value. When this value is set higher, the

threshold for the minimum number of particles in each

candidate increases, resulting in fewer stream candidates

being identified. However, if this value is set too high,

gas substructures may be incorrectly merged, combin-
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ing individual streams or clumps into a single stream

candidate, as illustrated in the third panel of Figure 1.

To ensure that the stream candidates identified by

HDBSCAN correspond to physically distinct and well-

defined structures, we perform a simple geometric con-

sistency check on each candidate after clustering. We

verify that the cross-sectional extent of each stream is

not excessively wide compared to the halo size. For each

candidate, we determine its principal axis using princi-

pal component analysis (PCA) and construct bounding

cylinders aligned with that axis. We then measure how

the candidate’s particles are distributed within these

cylinders. Specifically, we require that at least 99% of

the particles lie within a cylinder of radius 0.75R200c,

and that at least 90% are contained within 0.5R200c.

Candidates failing to meet these conditions are rejected,

ensuring that the identified streams are compact and

spatially coherent rather than diffuse or halo-spanning

features.

HDBSCAN is then iteratively performed with decreas-

ing values for the number of neighboring particles re-

quired (“min samples”), breaking the gas into more sub-

structures until at least 80% of the stream candidates

pass this test. We stop the algorithm if the number of

stream candidates exceeds 20 or the change in the num-

ber of stream candidates between iterations exceeds 5.

This approach is necessary to ensure that the algorithm

can adapt to the varying densities and morphologies of

streams across different halo masses and redshifts.

3.2.3. Consolidating Stream Candidates

To ensure that the stream candidates remaining after

HDBSCAN are not substructures of a single stream, we

merge stream candidates based on the following criteria:

• V-Shaped Mergers: If two stream candidates

meet at their heads (the endpoints pointing to-

ward the halo center) and have principal compo-

nent axes within 15°, they are merged into a single

structure. The fourth panel of Figure 1 shows a

schematic example of this case for the streams on

the upper right.

• Tail to Front Mergers: If streams are slightly

fragmented in the radial direction, stream candi-

dates are merged if their principal axes are within

45°of each other, and the tail end of one is within

30 kpc of the front of the other. The fourth panel

of Figure 1 shows a schematic example of this case

in the lower left corner of the box.

• Y-Shaped Mergers: Lastly, we consider cases

where the head of one stream candidate is close to

anywhere along the primary axis of another stream

candidate. We allow more leeway here compared

to the “V-Shaped” case, and these candidates are

merged if their axes are within 53° and the front

of one stream candidate is within 30 kpc of the

main axis of the other. The fourth panel of Fig-

ure 1 shows a schematic example of this case for

the streams in the lower right.

We perform this merging iteratively by testing each

pair of stream candidates until no further mergers occur.

Various angular thresholds were tested to determine the

optimal values for the final analysis. Specifically, for

V-shaped mergers, we classify these as a single stream

rather than two separate streams only if the streams are

in close proximity. For tail-to-front and Y-shaped merg-

ers, we set these angular thresholds to be less stringent

to account for the potential curvature and branching of

the streams, as shown in the two examples in the lower

half of each panel in Figure 1.

3.2.4. Cold Stream Final Selection

Subsequently, we analyze the geometry of the stream

candidates to identify elongated, stream-like structures.

As an initial cut, we select stream candidates with a ra-

dial extent ≥ 1.5R200c. Additionally, we exclude any

stream candidates that are less than 5% of the size of

the largest stream candidate. We characterize the three-

dimensional shape of each remaining stream candidate

using the shape tensor (inertia tensor). To determine

how elongated the stream candidate is, we derive the ax-

ial ratios of the principal axis relative to the secondary

and tertiary axes from the shape tensor. Higher axial ra-

tios indicate greater elongation along a single dominant

direction. We set axial ratio thresholds of 5 and 10, re-

spectively, to select filamentary structures, as illustrated

in the sixth panel of Figure 1.

This refined methodology ensures the consistent iden-

tification and classification of stream-like structures, en-

hancing our understanding of their dynamics and inter-

actions within the CGM.

One important note is that this algorithm is designed

to identify stream candidates in a consistent manner,

but it does not recover all gas particles associated with

streams. This can lead to underestimation when using

the results to quantify total quantities such as mass and

mass flux in streams.

3.3. Projections

To create slices and projections of halos and their en-

vironments, we map and interpolate the particle data

to a uniform 3D grid. We include all particles within

5R200c, not just those associated with the halo, using

the FoF algorithm. Using the uniform 3D grid, we take
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2D Cartesian projections of different gas properties, in-

cluding density, radial velocity, mass flux, temperature,

and entropy. In addition, we generate Hammer projec-

tions of these quantities in spherical coordinates. We use

healpy, an implementation of Hierarchical Equal Area

isoLatitude Pixelation of a sphere (HEALPix)6 (Górski

et al. 2005; Zonca et al. 2019), to transform to these

coordinates and take the projections. This ensures that

every pixel on the map covers the same surface area.

3.4. Stream Penetration Algorithm

Using Hammer projections, we develop an algorithm

to detect the maximum penetration of streams. This

also serves as a secondary check on the number of

streams identified by our stream-finding algorithm. In

cases of significant discrepancies between the number of

streams identified by the stream-finding algorithm and

the stream penetration algorithm, we manually review

the halo.

We begin by constructing a Hammer projection of the

mass inflow through a radial shell at r = 1.4R200c, re-

ferred to as the outer shell. We identify regions of strong

inflow by applying a percentile-based threshold (p low)

that selects pixels with the highest mass influx. For ex-

ample, selecting the top 5% of pixels isolates the most

prominent inflowing regions in the shell map (see the

rightmost panels of Figure 4 for an example of this).

In each subsequent inner shell, a new mask is gen-

erated using the corresponding local percentile thresh-

old at that radius. To maintain the continuity of each

stream and prevent artificial fragmentation, we restrict

how much the threshold can vary between adjacent

shells. Specifically, we define both an upper and a lower

bound on the local percentile-based threshold, anchored

to the flux values in the outer shell.

For each shell mask, HEALPix is used to iden-

tify connected components or clumps within the in-

flow. We retain the largest N clumps (parameter

max regions), ensuring a minimum number of pixels

(parameter min pixel) to capture the most significant

inflows. Streams are tracked iteratively inwards by

matching labeled inflow regions across shells, using an

intersection-over-union threshold of 0.1 to determine

overlap. To account for noise and minor shape evolu-

tion, we employ pixel dilation on the inflowing clumps,

extending the clump boundaries outward by 2 pixels.

This tracking process defines three key stream metrics:

penetration depth (the deepest shell where the stream

persists), size (angular area on the map), and strength

6 https://healpix.sourceforge.io/

Redshift (z) # Halos log(⟨Mh/M⊙⟩) ⟨SFR⟩ (M⊙/yr)

4 15 12.24 189.2

3 45 12.31 122.6

2 136 12.39 69.5

1 230 12.53 35.8

0.5 248 12.60 21.3

0 230 12.75 8.8

Table 1. Halo sample used for the analysis in the paper.
For each redshift we provide the number of halos that met
our mass criteria, the mean halo mass, and the mean SFR.

(mass inflow). For the latter two quantities, we track

these over all shells and consider the average values,

maximal values, and the value at the outer shell. By re-

fining our methodological approach in this manner, we

aim to obtain a detailed and accurate representation of

inflowing gas streams, their dynamics, and persistence

within the CGM.

To ensure robustness, we perform a parameter sweep

and consensus selection. We vary three key parame-

ters (flux threshold, max regions, and min pixels) over a

range of values, tracking the stream metrics. We match

streams across runs to determine how often each stream

is detected. Robust streams are those that appear in

at least 50% of the parameter variations. For each ro-

bust stream, we compute the median, mean, and max-

imum penetration depth of the collection of penetra-

tion depths from the parameter variations, as well as

the mean strength and position on the map.

3.5. Halo Sample

For our final analysis, we apply these algorithms to

all halos with Mh ≥ 1011.95M⊙ across redshifts z ∈
{0, 0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4}. Table 1 presents the number of ha-

los we analyzed for each redshift, along with the mean

halo mass and SFR for reference. Consistent with the

growth of structure over cosmic time, at later times, we

have larger samples of halos, and the mean halo mass in-

creases monotonically. The mean SFR decreases mono-

tonically with time.

4. RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of our inves-

tigation, starting with qualitative results via visual in-

spection, followed by quantitative statistical results. We

relegate an in-depth interpretation of the results and a

comparison with previous literature to the discussion

section.

4.1. Visual Inspection with Halo Maps

We begin with the z = 2 snapshot, featuring a sam-

ple of 136 massive halos at cosmic noon, the peak of

https://healpix.sourceforge.io/
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Figure 2. A selection of 20 halos with Mh ≥ 1011.95M⊙ at z = 2 in IllustrisTNG-50. For each of the halos, we show a mass
flux projection plot, with a depth of 0.1R200c, where blue indicates inflowing mass and red indicates outflowing mass. R200c

is demarcated via the dashed black circles for each halo, and each map extends 2.6R200c on each side to show the broader
environment of the halos. At the bottom of each map, we list the halo ID in the simulation as well as the halo mass. These halos
demonstrate the prevalence of streams in these types of systems, as well as the diversity in the configurations and properties of
the streams.

the cosmic star formation rate. Figure 2 showcases a

gallery of the 20 halos we initially selected via visual in-

spection, qualitatively illustrating the prevalence of cold

streams during this epoch. For each halo, we present a

mass flux projection plot (integrated over a depth of

0.1R200c), where blue denotes inflowing mass and red

denotes outflow.

This sample highlights the widespread presence of cold

streams in massive halos at z = 2 and the variation in

their properties and configurations. Although all sys-

tems exhibit some form of filamentary inflowing gas

structures, each system is distinct. Broadly, there ap-

pear to be two types of streams: thicker and more diffuse

streams, and thinner and denser ones. Halos with thin-

ner streams, such as Halos 10, 16, and 125, usually have

three or more streams feeding the halo. In contrast, ha-

los with thicker streams, such as Halos 11 and 100, often

sit between two wide streams on either side. Sometimes,

two or more thinner streams merge into a single, thicker

stream before entering the halo, as seen in the left-hand

streams of Halo 125 and the upper streams of Halo 40.

In other cases, such as Halos 34 and 40, there is a com-

bination of thick and thin streams.

Next, we focus on two illustrative examples to fur-

ther explore the properties and features of these streams.

Figure 3 presents maps at z = 2 of Halo 10 (top row)

and Halo 120 (bottom row). For each halo, we show the

maps of surface density (left column), mass flux (middle

column), and temperature weighted by gas cell density

(right column) over a projection depth of 0.1R200c. In
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Figure 3. Two example halos at z = 2 that exhibit cold streams, halo 10 (Mh = 1012.81M⊙; top row) and halo 120 (Mh =
1012.04M⊙; bottom row). We show a surface density map (left column), mass flux map (middle column), and density-weighted
temperature map (right column), with a projection depth of 0.1R200c. For each map, R200c is demarcated with the inner circle,
and 2.5R200c with the outer circle. Like in Figure 2, each map extends 2.6R200c on each side to show the broader environment
of the halos.

each map, the inner circle marks R200c, while the outer

circle marks 3R200c.

In the top row, we present Halo 10, characterized by a

mass of Mh = 1012.81M⊙. Three prominent streams

of cold, dense, inflowing gas are visibly discernible,

accompanied by a weaker stream emerging from the

lower left corner. The surface density maps reveal that

these streams possess a thin, dense core enveloped by a

broader, diffuse outer layer. Notably, the dense cores

exhibit curves and kinks, deviating from a perfectly

straight trajectory.

The mass flux maps display analogous characteristics,

with stronger mass inflow concentrated in the dense

cores surrounded by a more diffuse envelope. When

comparing the inflows with the outflows, we observe

that, on large scales, the streams remain relatively thin.

Within approximately R200c, there is additional inflow

that is more isotropic, potentially resulting from recy-

cled outflows. This is corroborated by the disappear-

ance of these isotropic inflows upon the imposition of a

low metallicity cut (< 0.1Z⊙), whereas the thin streams

persist, as illustrated in Figure 13 in the Appendix. In

contrast, the outflows are robust within R200c, transi-

tioning to a more diffuse, cone-shaped structure beyond

the halo boundary. The temperature maps indicate that

the streams are significantly colder than the surround-

ing medium, with the colder cores encased by slightly

warmer, diffuse envelopes.

In the bottom row, we present Halo 120, with a mass

of Mh = 1012.04M⊙. Here, two very prominent streams

and a more diffuse third stream are visible. Similar to

Halo 10, the prominent streams exhibit thinner, denser
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cores with noticeable bends, curves, and kinks. The

mass-flux projection reveals detailed structures within

the streams, including the merging of the two bottom

streams within the halo boundaries. In the temperature

map, the core of these streams is colder, with temper-

atures around 104 − 104.6 K, surrounded by a diffuse,

warmer shell.

Figure 4 presents the hammer projections at r =

R200c, corresponding to the maps in Figure 3. On

the left and center columns, the surface density, mass

flux hammer projections are displayed with a projection

depth of 0.1R200c. On the right, we present the mass

flux hammer projection with a mask to highlight the

top 5% strongest inflow regions, again with a projection

depth of 0.1R200c.

Looking at the entire mass flux projection, we see

that high-density areas of cold inflow manifest as streaks

rather than self-contained blobs. Closer inspection re-

veals blob-like regions within these streaks, character-

ized by higher density in the surface density maps on the

left and more pronounced inflow in the mass flux maps in

the center. These dense regions of inflow are highlighted

in the masked mass flux hammer projections, where we

can observe several distinct groups of blobs. These cor-

respond to the cold streams seen in the Cartesian maps

of Figure 3. These streaks could represent planes or

cosmic sheets of inflow in which the streams are embed-

ded (Mandelker et al. 2019b; Pasha et al. 2023). These

projection maps are integral to our stream penetration

algorithm, determining the maximum penetration depth

of cold streams. In Halo 10, we observe four high-density

regions with strong mass inflow. In Halo 120, three peak

inflow regions correspond to high-density areas.

Note that the hammer projections in Figure 4 present

a single radial shell at R200c. When performing stream

identification with these maps, we check for persistent,

strong inflows across multiple shells, confirming that

these are streams and not infalling small-scale clumps

that appear in just one or two shells. Though by eye,

looking at the right-hand panel of Figure 4, more than

four or three clumps are apparent; however, these do not

persist across multiple shells.

4.2. Cold Stream Prevalence in Massive Halos

Next, we conduct a quantitative analysis of the pres-

ence of streams in massive halos from z = 4 to z = 0,

using the methods detailed in Section 3. Figure 5 il-

lustrates the prevalence of halos with streams and the

number of streams per halo as a function of redshift. It

is important to note that, consistent with the growth

of cosmic structures over time, the number of massive

halos (Mh ≳ 1012M⊙) at higher redshifts (z = 4–3) is

significantly lower (15 and 45 at z = 4 and z = 3, re-

spectively). This population increases at lower redshifts,

reaching 136 at z = 2, 230 at z = 1, and 248 at z = 0.5,

as shown in Figure 6.

The left panel displays the percentage of halos with

M ≥ 1011.95M⊙ that host at least one stream. Cold

streams are prevalent in massive halos from z = 4 to

z = 0.5, but are rare at the present epoch (z = 0).

From z = 4 to z = 1, the percentage of halos with

streams increases slightly from 80% to 95%. After z = 1,

the prevalence decreases but remains common (55%) at

z = 0.5. However, at z = 0, there is a drastic decline,

and halos with streams are very rare, with only 9 out of

230 halos exhibiting streams.

The right panel of Figure 5 shows the mean number of

streams per halo, considering only halos with at least one

stream (purple line) and all halos (pink line). At higher

redshifts (z = 4–1), the difference between these lines

is minimal, as most halos possess at least one stream.

At lower redshifts, where halos without streams become

common, this difference becomes more pronounced. The

shaded purple region indicates the standard deviation

among halos with at least one stream. The number of

streams per halo peaks around z = 2–1, with the average

configuration featuring three prominent streams, in line

with the classic picture of streams (Dekel et al. 2009b;

Danovich et al. 2012). At higher redshifts, the mean

number of streams is around two, suggesting that these

halos might be embedded in the center of a filament. At

lower redshifts, the mean number of streams decreases

to around two at z = 0.5 and one at z = 0.

The six panels of Figure 6 present the full distribu-

tions of the number of streams per halo across six red-

shift snapshots. At z = 4, there are 15 massive halos,

12 of which have at least one stream. Half of these ha-

los have only one stream, while the other half has two

or three streams. From z = 3 to z = 1, the number

of massive halos increases significantly, with more halos

exhibiting three-stream configurations. Some halos even

have up to 7 detected streams, confirming the diversity

seen in Figure 2, where we observed halos with varying

stream numbers at z = 2. At z = 1, four-stream config-

urations are also common. At z = 0.5, the proportion of

halos without streams increases sharply, although a sig-

nificant number still have streams, with two-stream con-

figurations being the most common. Finally, at z = 0,

only 9 out of 230 halos have at least one stream; 8 of

these have one stream, and one halo has a three-stream

configuration.

4.3. Cold Stream Physical Properties
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Figure 4. Hammer projection maps corresponding to Figure 3. We show a surface density hammer projection (left column),
mass flux hammer projection (middle column), and the mass flux hammer projection masked to highlight strong mass influx
(right column), with a projection depth of 0.1R200c around r = R200c.

Figure 5. Prevalence of streams in massive halos over redshift. Left: Percentage of halos with Mh ≥ 1011.95M⊙ that have at
least one stream as a function of redshift. Right: The mean number of streams in a halo, taken over only halos with at least
one stream (purple-dashed line) and over the entire halo population (pink-solid line) as a function of redshift.

We now quantitatively calculate the physical proper-

ties, including the temperature and density of the cold

streams, from the stream particles identified with our

stream-finding algorithm, as discussed in Section 3. Fig-

ure 7 presents the mean temperature, weighted by the

density of the gas cells in the detected streams, over

cosmic time. The mean over all halos is shown with

the dark blue line, with the variance demarcated by the

shaded region. The mean of streams in the top 50%

most massive host halos is shown with the purple line,

and the mean of streams in the bottom 50% most mas-

sive host halos is shown with the yellow line.

Notably, the mean temperature of the streams in-

creases gradually from T ∼ 104 K at z = 4 to T ∼
104.8 K at z = 0. The variance in the temperature of the

streams increases with cosmic time as well. The black

dashed line indicates the classical temperature threshold

that defines the transition between cold mode and hot
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Figure 6. The distribution of the number of streams detected in each halo at the indicated redshift from z = 4–0. The mean
number of streams for halos that have at least one stream is shown with the vertical dashed line, with the standard deviation
demarcated with the shaded region.

mode accretion. As we can see, the streams detected by

the algorithm remain well below this threshold.

In contrast to the increase in temperature over time,

the mean density remains relatively constant at nH ∼
10−2.7 cm−3 from z = 4 to z = 1, then drops to nH ∼
10−2.75 cm−3 at z = 0. The variance in density increases

over time. This increase in temperature, paired with a

relatively constant density, implies an increase in the

streams’ thermal pressure over time.

Finally, we examine whether the stream properties ex-

hibit a dependence on host halo mass. At early times

(z = 4–2), there is no apparent dependence of host halo

mass on stream temperature. At z = 1 and z = 0, we

see that more massive halos host slightly cooler streams.

In terms of density, at early times, there is not a signifi-

cant difference due to host halo mass; however, at later

times, we generally see that more massive halos host

denser streams. An exception for both of these cases is

at z = 0.5, where we see that there is not a significant

difference in temperature, but that less massive halos

host denser streams.

4.4. Mass Inflow Over Cosmic Time

A key property that we want to quantify for the

streams and for the host halos, in general, is the rate

of mass influx over cosmic time. Here, we investigate

the global mass accretion rate of our halo sample over

time and quantify the contribution of cold streams.

First, in Figure 8, we present the total mass inflow

rate (in M⊙/yr) as a function of halo mass, with each

halo point colored by the corresponding star formation

rate (SFR, M⊙/yr). Superimposed on this is the the-

oretical baryonic mass accretion rate from Dekel et al.

(2013). We calculate the mass accretion rate in a thin

shell around R200c here and for all the other mass influx

calculations.

Our results generally show that, at all redshifts, the

mass inflow rate increases with halo mass, accompanied

by a rise in the SFR. Regarding redshift evolution, the

strength of the mass inflow decreases with lower redshift

(considering total mass influx, not just from streams, as

shown in Figure 10). The calculated inflow rates are

broadly consistent with the predictions from Dekel et al.

(2013).

Next, in Figure 9, we present the inflow rate over time,

broken down into the contributions from specific phases

of gas. In the top panel, we show the mean halo mass ac-

cretion rate over cosmic time for all inflowing gas in blue,

for low metallicity inflowing gas (Z < 0.1Z⊙) in purple,

and cold, low metallicity inflowing gas (T < 105.4 K,

Z < 0.1Z⊙) in yellow. In the bottom panel, we show the

fractional ratio of mass accretion from streams to each
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Figure 7. Mean physical properties of streams over cosmic
time from z = 4 − 0. The top panel shows the mean tem-
perature in Kelvin, while the bottom panel illustrates the
mean hydrogen number density nH [cm−3]. The dark blue
line represents the mean values across all halos. Addition-
ally, the mean values are shown for stream host halos binned
by the top 50% most massive and the 50% least massive.
The shaded regions indicate the standard deviation around
the mean of all halos.

of these accretion rates, using the same colors. Stream

flux is calculated in the same way as the total flux over

a given shell, only considering the gas particles that are

identified as belonging to streams by the stream finding

algorithm described in Section 3.

In the top panel, we see that, in general, the mass

accretion rate decreases as a function of cosmic time, in

agreement with the results in Figure 8 and Dekel et al.

(2013). As expected, as we impose cuts on the gas,

the mass accretion rate decreases. Indeed, the cold low

metallicity accretion rate is only ∼ 20% of the total mass

accretion rate and half of the low metallicity accretion

rate. The contribution from streams to this accretion

rate is a small fraction of the accretion rate of even the

cold, low-metallicity gas. One interesting feature is that

at z = 2 there is a strong peak in the fractional contribu-

tion of stream accretion to the total cold, low metallicity

mass accretion rate.

Here, it is important to note that while our algorithm

provides a reliable method to identify stream structures,

it does not attempt to quantify all gas particles associ-

ated with each stream. In particular, the algorithm is

tuned to identify the densest core of each stream and

does not capture the more diffuse envelope. For the pur-

pose of calculating the average mean and density of the

streams, this is fine; however, for computing the mass

flux of the streams, where each particle contributes, this

is a significant underestimation. For these purposes,

then, the analysis serves more as a comparative exer-

cise across redshifts using a consistent method rather

than as an absolute quantification of the mass accretion

rate derived from streams.

Finally, Figure 10 presents the mass influx from our

detected cold streams. In the top panel, we show the

mean mass accretion rate at a shell at R200c of individ-

ual streams across cosmic time. In the bottom panel, we

show the total accretion summed over all streams from

all halos at each redshift. This redshift dependence re-

flects the redshift dependence of the number of massive

halos, the average number of streams per halo, and the

strength of each individual stream.

Looking at the mean accretion rate of streams over

time, we see that the stream strength peaks at z = 3−2

after which it declines significantly. The total mass flux

from streams shown in the bottom panel of Figure 10

peaks at z = 2, which makes sense, as we have a large

quantity of halos with streams, and the stream strength

is, on average, higher.

4.5. Cold Stream Configuration Geometry

In addition to analyzing the physical properties of

the streams, we examine their geometric properties, as

shown in Figure 11. We calculate the co-planarity angle

of the top three most significant streams (left panel),

the radial alignment of streams (middle panel), and the

impact parameter of streams, b≡ r/R200c (right panel).

The left panel of Figure 11 presents the distributions

of the co-planarity angle of the three most significant

streams for halos between z = 4 and z = 1. This angle

quantifies the deviation of individual streams from the

best-fit plane of the entire stream system. The best-fit

plane is found by identifying the primary axis of the

three streams and then determining a common plane

that minimizes the angular deviation of the stream axes.

Small angles (0◦–20◦) signify a highly co-planar system,

as expected in the classical accretion picture, while large

angles (> 40◦) indicate a more isotropic spatial distri-

bution. We perform this calculation only if halos have



13

Figure 8. The total mass influx (M⊙/yr) at R200c as a function of halo mass, colored by star formation rate at the six redshift
snapshots. The dashed red line indicates the theoretical baryonic accretion rate from Dekel et al. (2013), as a function of halo
mass and redshift.

at least three streams; we exclude data from z = 0.5

and z = 0 because there is an insufficient number of

systems with multiple streams. To determine the three

most significant streams, we calculate the mass influx of

each stream at R200c and take the three streams with

the strongest influx.

At higher redshifts (z = 4–3), stream systems ex-

hibit a relatively uniform distribution in coplanarity up

to ∼ 80◦. This indicates a mix of different systems,

some of which are quite coplanar, while others are more

isotropic. Here, it is also important to keep in mind that,

at these redshifts, the sample of halos with 3 or more

streams is still rather low. At lower redshifts (z = 2–1),

there is a more pronounced peak in the distribution to-

wards lower coplanarity angles, especially at z = 1. At

z = 2, the distribution peaks at slightly above ∼ 20◦,

indicating roughly co-planar stream systems, but the

tail extends up to ∼ 80◦. At z = 1, the distribution

peaks slightly below ∼ 20◦, again indicating relatively

co-planar systems. At this redshift, the tail extends not

quite as far, up to ∼ 70◦.

The middle panel of Figure 11 shows the distribution

of the radial alignment angle for stream halos at z =

4–1. This angle measures how aligned the stream infall

direction is with a radial vector from the center of the

halo to the stream, defined as:

θradial = arccos (r̂stream · r̂halo→stream) (1)

where r̂stream is the stream direction vector, and

r̂halo→stream is the radial vector from the center of the

halo to the stream center of mass. A radial alignment

angle of 0◦ means the streams are perfectly radially in-

falling into the center of the halo, while 90◦ indicates

purely tangential flow. A small angle (0◦–40◦) sug-

gests that streams are generally infalling towards the

center with some impact parameter. We calculate this

for streams in z–4 − 1, again excluding lower redshifts

due to the small number of streams.

At all redshifts, we find that the radial alignment an-
gle typically peaks at low angles (∼ 15◦), indicating that

most streams are flowing towards the central galaxy.

There is no significant difference between distributions

for different redshifts. We would like to note that, as

part of the selection process for streams, we discarded

streams with very large offsets from the center of the

halo. This cut was intended to remove streams that only

flow through the outer edges of the halo (≳ 0.8R200c),

and it should not affect the distribution of stream align-

ment with the halo on scales closer to the center.

Next, we explicitly quantify the impact parameter of

these streams, with the distributions presented in the

right panel of Figure 11. We calculate the impact pa-

rameter by taking the axis of each stream found through

PCA and finding the smallest distance along that axis

(assuming that it stretches infinitely) to the halo center.

The equation we use to explicitly calculate this is:
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Figure 9. Top panel: Mean mass flux at R200c over all
halos over cosmic time for: all mass influx, low metallicity
(Z < 0.1Z⊙) mass influx, and low metallicity, cold (T < 105.4

K) mass influx. Bottom panel: The fractional contribution of
mass influx of streams to the three mass flux rates presented
above.

b = ||(rc − rh,center)× r̂stream|| (2)

where again r̂stream is the normalized stream direction

vector, rc is the centroid point that lies on the stream’s

axis, and rh,center is the center of mass of the halo, which

is 0 in our frame. This distance is then normalized to

R200c. Once again, we calculate this for streams in z =

4–1, excluding lower redshifts due to the small number

of streams.

We find that, for all redshifts, the impact param-

eter distribution is wide, peaking at roughly b =

(0.4–0.5) r/R200c and spanning from very small impact

parameters to about R200c. It is important to note that

this calculation assumes that streams are straight, which

is often not the case, as streams can curve. Measuring

more accurate impact parameters would require more

careful modeling of the trajectories of the streams, in-

cluding perhaps a velocity flow analysis.

Figure 10. Top panel: The mean stream inflow strength at
R200c over redshift. Bottom panel: Total inflow from streams
at R200c in massive halos as a function of redshift. Note that
the stream flux is calculated only from particles identified
as part of the dense stream core by our algorithm and is
therefore a lower limit on the total mass transported by the
streams.

4.6. Cold Stream Halo Penetration Efficiency

If cold streams can indeed supply central galaxies with

enough gas to sustain the observed high star formation

rates, they must efficiently penetrate deep into halos and

deliver gas directly to these galaxies. We perform a de-

tailed analysis of the maximum depth that cold streams

reach within halos over cosmic time.

Figure 12 presents the results of this analysis. The

left panel shows the mean penetration depth of streams

over cosmic time, calculated in three ways: for all de-

tected streams (blue-dashed line), for the stream with

the highest mass influx in each halo (pink-solid line),

and for the stream penetrating the deepest within each

halo (yellow-dotted-dashed line).

We observe that the penetration depth of the streams

increases as the redshift decreases to z = 0.5, where it

peaks, and then decreases slightly to z = 0. The signifi-

cant difference between the “strongest” stream and the

“deepest” stream penetration depths indicates that the

streams with the highest mass influx are not necessarily

the ones penetrating the deepest.
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Figure 11. Distribution of geometric properties of streams at z = 4–1. Left: Co-planarity angle of the three most significant
streams per halo. A lower angle indicates a co-planar stream configuration and a higher angle an isotropic configuration. Center:
Radial alignment angle of streams. Lower angles indicate streams are roughly infalling towards the halo center, and higher angles
mean streams are tangential to the halo. Right: Impact parameter of streams (b≡ r/R200c), indicating the closest approach of
the stream’s axis to the center of the halo.

Figure 12. Cold Stream Penetration Efficiency. Left: The maximum penetration depth (Rpen/R200c) of streams over cosmic
time, over all streams in each halo (blue-dashed line), the “strongest” stream (stream with most mass influx) in each halo
(pink-solid line), and the deepest penetrating stream in each halo (yellow-dashed-dotted line). The blue shaded region indicates
the standard deviation in the mean penetration depth of all streams. Right: Distributions of stream penetration at z = 4
(top-left), z = 2 (top-right), z = 1 (bottom-left), and z = 0.5 (bottom-right).

In general, we find that the streams do not pene-

trate very far into the halos before being disrupted. At

z = 2, the mean penetration depth of all streams is

about 0.8R200c. From the distribution on the right, we

see that the deepest any stream penetrates is down to

0.6R200c, while some barely penetrate into R200c. Even

at z = 0.5, where penetration is at its deepest, the mean

penetration depth of all streams is around 0.73R200c,

while the mean depth for the deepest stream in each

halo is about 0.65R200c. We discuss the implications

and reasons for this in detail in Section 5.3

5. DISCUSSION

Having presented our results on the prevalence and

properties of cold streams in IllustrisTNG-50, this sec-

tion places these findings in a broader context. We first

discuss the fundamental challenge of defining and de-

tecting accretion streams, then compare our results to

previous simulation studies, address the critical caveat

of numerical resolution, and conclude by outlining future

directions for this work.

5.1. The Challenge of Defining and Detecting Streams

The quantitative identification of accretion streams

within cosmological simulations is a non-trivial task.

The choice of definition – necessarily guided by the sci-

entific question at hand – directly dictates the measured
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prevalence and physical properties of these structures.

The methodology presented in this work is, therefore, a

tailored set of choices developed through extensive test-

ing to navigate the inherent complexities of the problem.

A primary challenge is distinguishing pristine,

cosmologically-sourced inflows from recycled gas reac-

creted from the CGM. As illustrated by Halo 10 (Fig-

ure 3), inflowing gas can manifest in distinct mor-

phologies: narrow, filamentary streams and more quasi-

spherical, diffuse accretion. A common technique is to

apply a metallicity threshold to isolate pristine gas, but

this is complicated by turbulent mixing at the stream-

CGM boundary, which can entrain enriched material

(Hafen et al. 2019; Decataldo et al. 2024). This issue

is compounded by the difficulty of defining a stream’s

termination point, as continuous interaction with the

CGM leads to thermalization and disruption, blurring

the line where a stream ceases to be a coherent struc-

ture (Padnos et al. 2018; Mandelker et al. 2020b; Strawn

et al. 2021).

Further considerations arise from the morphological

diversity and hierarchy of accretion. As shown in Fig-

ure 2, streams exhibit a wide range of scales. This di-

versity necessitates choices that depend on the scien-

tific objective: for example, whether to catalog all dis-

cernible filaments or to focus only on those that domi-

nate the mass budget. Similarly, the treatment of merg-

ing streams requires a criterion that classifies them as

distinct entities or a single larger structure, depending

on the scientific focus.

Ultimately, these factors underscore that there is no

single, universal definition or detection algorithm for

accretion streams. The criteria required to investigate

cold, dense streams fueling high-redshift galaxies (T ∼
104 K) are fundamentally different from those needed

to characterize the warm-hot accretion (T > 105 K)

onto massive galaxy clusters. Therefore, adopting a

physically-motivated and self-consistent framework is

paramount to ensure that comparisons of stream prop-

erties—across different halos, redshifts, and simulation

codes—are both meaningful and consistent.

5.2. Comparison with Previous Simulation Studies

5.2.1. Stream Prevalence and Configurations

Our finding that the number of streams per halo peaks

at z = 1 − 2 contrasts with the work of Cen (2014),

who found a monotonic decrease in stream number from

z = 4 to z ≈ 1. Our result at z = 2 is, however, broadly

consistent with the average of three significant streams

reported by Danovich et al. (2012). As discussed above,

such discrepancies often stem from the specific criteria

used to define streams; our method is sensitive to dis-

tinct morphological structures, whereas others may fo-

cus on the total inflow rate, which can be dominated by

a few massive streams.

This evolution of stream configurations can be under-

stood within the context of large-scale structure. At

high redshift, massive halos (Mh ≳ 1012M⊙) are rare

peaks at the intersections of cosmic filaments (Bond

et al. 1996; Springel et al. 2005). Towards lower red-

shifts, the connectivity of these halos – the number of fil-

aments feeding them – is expected to decline (Galárraga-

Espinosa et al. 2024; Codis et al. 2018), which aligns

with our findings at low redshift. At higher redshifts

(z ∼ 4–3), however, we observe fewer streams than at

z = 2, in contrast to this expectation. This discrepancy

might point to a limitation of our stream finding algo-

rithm at early times, or a discrepancy in the simulation

itself. It is also important to note that, at these high

redshifts, the sample size is quite small. While the over-

all decline in cold accretion corresponds to the decline

in the cosmic star formation rate (Dekel & Birnboim

2006), our findings pinpoint the key transition epoch

for stream-dominated accretion in massive halos to be

z ≲ 1.

By z = 0, cold streams have almost entirely vanished

from our sample. This disappearance is likely driven

by two concurrent effects: the decreased prevalence of

major cosmic filaments feeding massive halos and the

increased efficacy of stellar and AGN feedback, which

heats and disrupts inflowing gas (van de Voort et al.

2011b,a; Nelson et al. 2015; Correa et al. 2018a). At

later redshifts (z < 0.5) the characteristic halo mass

derived via the Press-Schechter formalism is significantly

above our cutoff of Mh > 1011.95M⊙. The vanishing of

cold streams does not preclude other accretion modes;

indeed, at z ≲ 0.5, shock-heating within massive halos

becomes efficient, favoring the formation of warm-hot

accretion streams not captured by our cold-gas-focused

algorithm (e.g., Zinger et al. 2016).

5.2.2. Stream Properties and Heating

Our observation that stream temperature increases to-

wards lower redshift is consistent with previous studies,

which attribute this heating to two primary mechanisms.

First, streams are heated by their interaction with the

hot CGM and by feedback-driven outflows (Nelson et al.

2015, 2016; Waterval et al. 2025). Second, streams can

be pre-heated by accretion shocks within cosmic web fil-

aments before entering the halo’s virial radius (Birnboim

et al. 2016; Lu et al. 2024; Aung et al. 2024).

Notably, we find that this systematic temperature in-

crease is accompanied by a stream density that remains

relatively constant down to z ≈ 0.5. This density evolu-
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tion is broadly consistent with Cen (2014), who reported

a similar trend. The combination of rising temperatures

and constant density implies a significant increase in the

thermal pressure of the streams over cosmic time. Dis-

entangling the physical origins of these trends will re-

quire higher-resolution simulations capable of resolving

the complex hydrodynamics at the stream-CGM inter-

face.

5.2.3. Stream Penetration, Disruption, and Flux

The non-monotonic evolution of stream penetration

depth, which peaks at z = 0.5, presents a particularly

interesting puzzle. This peak coincides with both a de-

cline in the mean stream density and a sharp drop in

stream prevalence, with only ∼50% of halos hosting a

stream at this epoch.

We hypothesize that this is a selection effect: at

lower redshifts, only the most robust streams survive

the journey into an increasingly hot and massive CGM.

These surviving streams may possess a higher initial

mass flux or a more coherent structure, enabling them

to withstand disruption more effectively. Alternatively,

with fewer streams per halo, the reduction in disruptive

stream-stream interactions may allow a single dominant

stream to penetrate deeper.

Our finding that streams typically dissolve by

0.7R200c is somewhat higher than the ∼ 0.5R200c found

in AREPO-based simulations (Nelson et al. 2016), and

significantly different from the∼ 0.3R200c reported from

ART simulations (Danovich et al. 2012). More recently,

Waterval et al. (2025) find that streams can penetrate

to galaxy scales of ∼ 0.2R200c in the HELLO zoom-in

simulations. This diversity in penetration depths across

simulation codes illustrates the points made earlier: the

results are highly sensitive to both stream definitions

and the numerical methods used to model their under-

lying physics.

Paired with this lack of efficient halo penetration is

an apparent low mass flux being carried from streams in

TNG-50. This would seem to suggest that cold streams

do not play an important role in building disks.

To contextualize our results, we start by comparing

them to recent findings from the HELLO and NIHAO

zoom-in simulations. Waterval et al. (2025) find a total

mass accretion rate comparable to ours, presented in

Figure 8, but in the HELLO simulations, the typical cold

gas mass flux is around 50-100 M⊙/yr during cosmic

noon and drops below 10 M⊙/yr at z = 0. They do

not explicitly calculate the rate from cold streams but

conclude that most of this cold accretion is in the form

of cold streams at high-z.

When making this comparison and, in general, inter-

preting our results, there are three important points to

consider. First, as discussed previously, we calculate

the stream flux by explicitly adding up particles that

have been identified as belonging to streams by our algo-

rithm, which underestimates the flux. Second, we must

consider the resolution of the simulations, which we will

discuss in more detail in the subsequent section. Third,

we must consider the cooling prescription in our simu-

lations. In TNG-50, there is a cooling floor of 104 K,

while in the HELLO simulations, there is a cooling floor

of 10 K. Indeed, Waterval et al. (2025) finds that much

of the cold stream gas has a temperature below 104 K.

With this in mind, TNG-50 is useful for quantifying

whether streams appear, but it is not a reliable source

for studying stream dynamics and their importance on

galactic scales.

5.3. Caveats: The Impact of Numerical Resolution

A crucial caveat to our findings is the difficulty of re-

solving the multi-scale physics of cold streams. These

structures span from Mpc-long filaments down to kpc-

wide channels; yet, their fate is governed by hydrody-

namical instabilities that develop on scales of ≲ 100 pc

(Mandelker et al. 2016, 2018, 2019a, 2020a,b; Aung et al.

2019, 2024). Most large-volume simulations prioritize

resolution in dense galactic disks, leaving the critical

stream-CGM interaction layers poorly resolved.

The IllustrisTNG-50 simulation exemplifies this limi-

tation. The typical cell size in the outer CGM at the

key epoch of z = 2–3 is approximately 1 kpc, which

is insufficient to capture the onset and growth of the

Kelvin-Helmholtz and Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities ex-

pected to shred the streams.

State-of-the-art zoom-in simulations are beginning to
bridge this resolution gap using techniques like forced re-

finement (e.g., FOGGIE, HELLO) or super-Lagrangian

methods (e.g., FIRE, AURIGA) (Peeples et al. 2019;

van de Voort et al. 2019; Suresh et al. 2019; Waterval

et al. 2024; Wetzel et al. 2023). However, even these pi-

oneering efforts do not yet consistently achieve the sub-

100 pc resolution throughout the entire CGM needed

to fully model stream fragmentation, nor do they focus

on lower-mass halos than those studied here. Therefore,

while our results provide a valuable large-scale statisti-

cal view, the small-scale physics of stream dissolution

remains a frontier for future simulations.

5.4. Future Directions

To overcome the limitations discussed above, our next

step is to conduct a suite of high-resolution zoom-in sim-

ulations. We are resimulating 20 halos from our TNG50
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sample (Mh ≳ 1012M⊙ at z = 2), enhancing the mass

and spatial resolution by factors of 8 and 2, respectively.

Crucially, we will impose a spatial refinement criterion

of ∼ 50 pc throughout the CGM, reaching the resolution

of idealized stream studies (Mandelker et al. 2016, 2018,

2020a,b; Aung et al. 2019, 2024).

We will also enhance the temporal resolution of the

simulation snapshots to a cadence of 10–25 Myr. This

is essential for accurately capturing the evolution of the

stream and its mixing layer with the CGM. Preliminary

work on a single halo with a moderate 250 pc CGM res-

olution already shows an increased stream penetration

depth (from 0.8R200c to 0.5R200c), motivating these

more advanced simulations.

Beyond resolution, this future work will also explore

the impact of subgrid physics and cooling. Feedback

from star formation and AGN plays a critical role in

disrupting streams (van de Voort et al. 2011b,a; Nelson

et al. 2015; Correa et al. 2018a). By running our zoom-in

simulations with varied subgrid feedback models, we can

better constrain the complex interplay between these

internal processes and external accretion, providing a

more comprehensive picture of how massive galaxies are

fueled.

6. CONCLUSIONS

Cold, dense streams of gas are predicted to penetrate

deeply into massive (≳ 1012M⊙) hot halos, particularly

during the peak of cosmic star formation activity (cos-

mic noon, z ∼ 3–2), providing the gas necessary to sus-

tain high star formation rates. Using the IllustrisTNG-

50 simulations, we investigated the prevalence and char-

acteristics of these cold streams in massive halos across

the redshift range z = 4–0, encompassing the period

around cosmic noon. Our study employed a novel algo-

rithm based on HDBSCAN to automatically detect cold

streams in halos. We summarize our key findings below:

• Cold streams display a wide variety of geometric

configurations, including curves, bends, and kinks.

Most streams exhibit a colder, denser core sur-

rounded by a warmer, more diffuse envelope (Fig-

ures 2, 3, 4).

• Cold streams are prevalent in massive hot halos

at high redshifts (z = 4–1), with their frequency

peaking at z = 1 (95%). Their prevalence drops

significantly at lower redshifts, falling to approxi-

mately 50% at z = 0.5 and becoming rare at z = 0

(Figure 5).

• The number of streams per halo decreases as red-

shift decreases. At z = 2–1, three-stream config-

urations are predominant, while at z = 0 halos

typically host only a single stream. At z = 4,

two-stream configurations are more common (Fig-

ure 5).

• The streams’ average temperature increases with

decreasing redshift (T ≃ 104–104.8 K), while the

mean density remains constant from z = 4–1 and

slightly decreases thereafter (Figure 7). At lower

redshifts, there is a dependence on host halo mass,

with generally more massive halos hosting slightly

colder and denser streams.

• The mean inflow strength of streams declines over

cosmic time, with the total inflow strength from

streams peaking at z = 2 (Figure 10).

• Halos with at least three cold streams exhibit a

low co-planarity angle at z = 2–1, indicating that

the streams are roughly in the same plane. At

z = 4–3, many streams have higher co-planarity

angles, suggesting more isotropic stream configu-

rations (Figure 11).

• Cold streams penetrate most deeply into halos at

z ∼ 0.5. However, the limited spatial resolution in

the outer CGM in IllustrisTNG-50 constrains our

ability to fully resolve small-scale hydrodynamic

instabilities and stream–CGM interactions (Fig-

ure 12).

Our findings underscore the critical role of cold

streams in fueling galaxies at early epochs and the
need for higher-resolution simulations to better cap-

ture their survival and impact at later times. Future

cosmological zoom-in simulations, with targeted CGM

refinement, are essential to resolve the turbulent mix-

ing layers and feedback–inflow interactions that deter-

mine whether cold streams can sustain star formation

by reaching the galactic disk.
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Figure 13. Test of metallicity cuts to differentiate stream gas from recycled gas on Halo 10 from the top row of Figure 3. The
mass flux map has a projection depth of 0.1R200c, extending 2.6R200c on each side. The left map displays all gas. The middle
and right maps isolate only inflowing gas with metallicity below 0.5Z⊙ (middle) and 0.05Z⊙ (right).

A. DISTINGUISHING STREAM GAS FROM RECYCLED GAS

One key challenge in identifying cold gas streams is distinguishing between pristine inflow from the intergalactic

medium (IGM) and recycling-enriched gas originating from within the halo. Halo 10, depicted in the top row of

Figure 3, serves as a good example. The middle panel of the mass flux projection map (with mass inflow in blue)

reveals thin stream structures, along with more isotropic inflow near the halo center. To test our ability to distinguish

between recycled and stream gas, we show the same map with radial velocity and metallicity cuts in Figure 13. The

left panel includes all the gas in the box. In the remaining two panels, we first apply a radial velocity cut to isolate

only the inflowing gas. Then, we apply two different cuts on metallicity: < 0.5Z⊙ (middle panel) and < 0.05Z⊙ (right

panel). These figures show that these cuts effectively remove the recycled gas, especially with the more stringent cut,

while preserving the inflowing streams.
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59, doi: 10.1086/591840

Ginzburg, O., Dekel, A., Mandelker, N., et al. 2025, A&A,

698, A110, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/202553729

Goerdt, T., Dekel, A., Sternberg, A., Gnat, O., & Ceverino,

D. 2012, MNRAS, 424, 2292,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21397.x
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Kereš, D., Katz, N., Weinberg, D. H., & Davé, R. 2005,
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